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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commissioa 
445 12th streq S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC sbould not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simpiy drive up the cost for minority 01- . 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price hcrease for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use tbem. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cads are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we sbould 
not be faced with risiag telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
househalds who are on fad incomes depend entirely upon prepaid sewice because they m o t  
meet the credit rating or hefiy deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid wds, consumers can make calls li-cmn payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay rs~~mected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that w e  all have. 

I simply frnd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on &ese cards. 
Some o f  the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest bcnaficiaties of such 
charges. 'xpe FCC should stand up for comnmer interests over &iporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calliig cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissionex KaahJcen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonatban Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Cokunications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

E: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should ~164 impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simpIy drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price mcrease for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid a d s .  Pre-paid calling cards are so p a l e d  in part becawo 
they save consumers money. 

With $as and milk prices already holding fixed and low hcomc consumers hostage, w e  should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In paxtieular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because thw c~lltldt 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon befiore 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumem can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay t'comected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houscs, or schedule many of the otbcr daily sppahtmmts that we all have. 

\ 

I simp@ find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be thehgest bentficiarjes of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over mrpOnte gdn by keeping 
affordable prepaid CaIling cards a priority. 

ccs: Cammissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Joxlathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Skeet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid &g cards. Hyou 
move to increase the cost of  tbese c a d s ,  you will simply drive up the cost for minarity or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is pdcularly sensitive to any price increase for prc-paid calling car& 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cas&. Pre-paid calling OBtdS are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fid and law income consumers hostage, w e  should 
oat be faced with r i s i q j  telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend e h l y  upon prepaid sewice because thq cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone, With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone compauies w u I d  bethe largest beneficiaries of suoh 
charges. The FCC should stand up for mnsumcr interests over cawrate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 
3 

4 

Commissioner KatWem Aberoathy 
Commissioner K& Marticl 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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Chairman Michael Powell. 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell : 

The FCC should not impose new access chargcs and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you wiIl simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities., 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for p p a i d  calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. €'re-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many law-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depend entbely upon prepaid service because they canuot 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requirements that local phone Companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fram paypEones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ''comecte+" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the otber daily appoirrtments that we all h e .  

I simply fmd it unirnaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries ofsucli 
charges. The FCC sbauld stand up for mansomer i n t e r m  over &*rate gain by lreeping 
affordable prepaid cslling cards a priody. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps " 0 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner J O M ~ I I  Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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Chairman Michael Powell. 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman PoweIl: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase tbe cost of these cards, you will &ply drive up the cost for minority or . 

disadv&taged individuals to stay in touch in their commudes. 

The.htino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save 'consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low incame consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In pdcular, many low-hwme 
households who are on f i i  incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiorn payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connectedn as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC wauId impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some o f  the nation's largest telephone companies would bs the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over coipomte gab by keeping 
dordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioncr Michael ~oplps 
Commissioncr Kathleen A h a @  
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathsn Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th Street, S.W. 

R E  WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calljng cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minoxity or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their oommunities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensithe to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Jndeed, half of the housebolds with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards- -paid calling cards are so prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed aud low inoomc consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone sentice msts as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they caanbt 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requitenrents that lacal phdne companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "oonntcted'' as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appoiutmwm that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the larg& beneficides ofsuch 
charges. The FCC rhould stand up for consumer interests over coipornte gain by keeping 
affordabb prepaid calling cards e priority. 

Sincerely, I 

$ji Commissioner Michael copps 
Commissioner W e e n  Abeznachy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 



07/15/2004 15:29 FAX 

July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W, 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE; WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority comrnunitjes rely upon low-cost telecommunjcatiws services to . 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to stayjng in 
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which w e  depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationw.de. 

T understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on 
cemio prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, part’cuIarly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to mbscn’be to local 
telephone service, reIy upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and otbcrs fact similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are &e only option available - without them, many Consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone s d c e .  Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards wilI directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a subshtial increase in the cost of prepaid calk, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling‘card to B 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new BCCCSS charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

ccs: ‘ Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commjssioner Kathleea Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson . 

http://nationw.de
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communjcations' Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

IRE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications sem-ces to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking far a job or affordable housing to staying in. 
touch with family and fiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying "in-state" access charges and other fees on 
certain -prepaid calhg card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fmed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary td subscnie to l o d  
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students; immigrants, senior citizens, and others.faoe similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to tclephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards wi l l  directly hatm individuals who can least afford price increases. 

' 

Imposing h-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying tbe utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowhg the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even %hen they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making rhese sewices substantially less affordable. Please. 
look out for consumers and refiue to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services, 

Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

chairrim ~ i c h a e l  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket NO. 03-133 

D~ar  Chairman PoweI1: 

Latino and other minority commundLjes re, j upon low-cost teltcommun,;ations services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or af5ordable housing to staying in , 
touch with family and Geads. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon whicb we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumm nabonwide. 

J understand that the FCC is considering applying "in-state" access charges and other fw on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, p ~ k u l a r l y  those on ficd incomes or those 
establishing a credit hislmy, bank accounts and 0th means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affoTdable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, 9uite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raiskg the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can Ieast &rd price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a subslantjal increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying de utility o f  calling cards to disadvantaged constunem. Allowing the large, Jocal 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would dnve up prices; thus making these sedces substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refke to impose new access charges and f&s on prepaid calling card 
services: 

Sincerely, 

n 

ccs: -ww Commissioner Michael opps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
'Commissioner Jonathan Addstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Fcdwal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communjties. 

The Latino community i s  Partjcularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, haIf of the housebolds with incomes 
bclow $20,000 have uscd prepaid cards. he-paid c a k g  cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone servjce costs as well. In particular, many law-income 
households who are on fixea incomes depend entkely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of fmily members and neighbors. We can use thest cads to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the d e r  daily appointments that we all haw. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiarks of such 
charges. The FCC shodd a n d  np for consumer bterests over caiporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priorfty. 

Sincerely, 

Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 

Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7, 2004 

Chairman Micbael Powell 
Federal Communicntions’Commission 

’ 445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE; WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunicaths sewices to 
accomplish many every day iasks, from looking for ajob 
touch with family and fiends. But pending befm the FCC is a pmposai that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon semices upon which w e  depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

affordable housing to staying in 

1 understand that the FCC is  considering applying %-state” access charges and d e r  kes on 
certain prcpaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particulady those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscnie 10 local , 

telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left Without B-S to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price incresses. 

Jmposing in-stare charges wouId amount to a substantial increase in the cost o f  prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local. 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these smices substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and facs on prepaid calling card 
services. 

SinCe€Cly, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kcvin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-1 33 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities ,rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from: looking for a job or af€ordable housing io stayins in 
touch with family and fiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new cbarges and fees upoa services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions 'of I 

Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying '%-st&" access charges and other fees on 
certain prepBd calling card sm-ces.  Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a creed3 history, bank accohts and other means necessary to subscnie to local 
telephone service, reIy upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar cballengts. 

As a rcsult, prcpaid calling cards arc the only option available -without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left witbout access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuaIs who can least afford price increases. 

Tmposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cast of prepaid calls, 
destroying ~e utility of calling cards toldisadvantagkd consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone compenies to collect sucb charges, evm wheu tbcy d9  not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these servjces substantially less affordable. Please 
.look out for consumers and refuse to &pose new access cbarges and fks  on prepaid d i n g  card 
services. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps ' 
Commissioner KatbIeen Abemat&y 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstkin 
Senator, 
senator 
Congressperson 

I 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
FederaI Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, s-w. 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individualst0 stay in touch in their cammunities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latho households use them. Xndeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low h o m e  consumm hostage, we shouId 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on ford incomes depend entirely upon prepajd service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements tbat Iocal ph&e companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumm can make calls fkom paypbones ur the tdephmes 
of fmily members aad neighbors. We can use th- cards to stay “Connected“ as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all haw. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. Thc FCC sbatlld stand up for consumer interests over coiponte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioncr Michael Copps 
commissioner Karhfwn Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissjontr Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th SIT* s.w- 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Pawell 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to hicrease the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch m their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sens~ve to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pwpaid calliig cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consiuners money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumm hostage, wt should 
not be fsced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
housebolds who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because thq cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, coflsumexs can make cab h . m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "conueeted" as we look for 
jobs, buut for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unhaginablc that the FCC would impose new charges imd h on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiades of such 
charges. "kc FCC should stand up fir ansumer interests over coiporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid CpUing cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

-3 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Katbleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kcvin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

D m  Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely .upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, Erom looking for a job or affordable housing to staying iu 
touch with family and fiiends. But pending b h  the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services up00 which we depend, immcdialcly banning millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying uin-.state’’ access charges and ofher fees OD 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, part*cularIy those on faed incomw or tbose 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face simiJar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available -without than, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left witbout access to telepbone servioc. Raising the p r h  of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases, 

Imposing in-state charges would mount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies cb a l l& such charges, e m  when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse io impose new access charges and f&s on prepaid calling card 
services. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernalhy 
Commissioner Kevin Martiu 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator . 
Congressperson . 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell. 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fm u p  prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of tbese cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase fot pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latho households use them. Tndted, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In pdcular, many low-incOme 
households who ace on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid s d c e  because tbey canuot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that Id pbme companies insist upw before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calfs h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “oonaected” as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that w e  all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest bmeficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC rhoald mnd up for comumer interests over coiporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calIiag cards a priority. 

’ 

ccs: Commissioner ~ ichae i  C O ~ ~ S  
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kcvin Mattin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congress person 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th sbzet, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income fsmilics, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of n d s .  Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, w the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make pbonc calls to look far a job, for affordable housing, makc a doctor’s appobhnent, or 
stay in touch with family and fiiends. These cards offer convenience &d predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being discometed if‘ the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispeasablc to commcr groups because they arc an affordable ahemathe to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it hfli& new “in-state” nccess charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would W e 1  d h t l y  to large local telephone 
companies while the burden wouid fall squarely upon those consumers &at can least sfford to 
bear i t  

Adding access charges to be paid to lot$ telephone companies will substantidly i n m e  the per 
minute charges on pre-paid cdls,jeopardidng the benefits Latino md.otha communities gaid 
h m  these services. Plcase stop any effort to raise rates on AroWican consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and otber fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs; Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner KathIem Abernatby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstcia 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairnian Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th Street, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The PCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino oommunity is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino househoIds use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Re-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fured and low income ~nsumm hostage, we should 
not be hced with rising telephone semice costs as well. In particular, many law-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they amnot 
meet the c r d t  rating or hefly deposit neguirernents that local phone compaaies in&t upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, c o m e r s  can make calls fi-om payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors, We can use these wds to stay ' ' conntc t~  as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC wouId impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest bweiidarits of such 
charges. The FCC sbould stand up for colrsmmer interests mer coiporate gain by kceping 
asordsble prepaid d j n g  cards a priority- ' 

.I_. 

-. 
Commissioner Jonathaa Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No- 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If' you 
move to increase the cost oftbow cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or , 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch m their commities. 

The Mino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards, 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below 520,000 have used prepaid cards. %paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixixl and low incoma consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service GO& as well. In particular, mimy low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because.they canuot 
meet the credit rating or hew deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon More 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fim payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply frnd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries ofsuch 
charges. The FCC should stmad ap for consumer interests Over coiporate gah by keeping 
affordable prepaid d n g  csrds a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner KathIeen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Comiissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Cangtessperson 
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July 7, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th streeq S.W. I 

RE: WC Docket N O .  03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose. new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling car&. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these. cards, you will simp& drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cat'ds; 
approximately 43% o f  Latino households we them. Indeed, half of the households witb incomes 
below $20,000 have used ptepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holdhg fmed and low income conrmmers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid d c e  because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit rquhmmts that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls &om payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "cunnected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the ather daily appoiutments that we all.have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest tekphone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
chargcs. 'l%e FCC sbould~stand up for consumer interests over coipornte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards Q prior;tY. ' 

ccs: Commissioner Michael CopPs 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman MichaeI Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE; W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Dear chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose ncw hidden charges and fees on prepaid Galling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and m i h r y  
families rely upon calling card s e r v j ~ e ~  for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consimers, a prepaid card may be the only option t h 9  have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appoinkncnt, or 
stay in touch with family and fiends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economicalIy disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk Wing disconnected ifthe prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an aff;ordable alternative. to regular and 
wireless telephone s e n k s .  

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and other fees on prepaid cards. ne fees would firmel directly to large local telephone 
cornpanics -le the bwdcn wouId fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to he paid to local telephone companies wiIl subsbtially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-pid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain 
66m these sewiccs. Plase stop any ef€M to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new 8ccess charges and other fees. 

cos: Commissioner Miohael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemthy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th s m  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE; W C  DmketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, , 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hiddcn charges k d  fecs on prepaid calling card 
senrices. 

Miaorities, low-income families, senior citbns, imrnigranls, college students and military 
families re& upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many ofthese consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, of &e means to pay a large tiepod for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, B prepaid card may be the only optim they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to IlooJc for a job, for afbrdable honsmg, make a doctor’s appoiutment, or 
stay in touch with family and fiiends. These cards o&r cmveuience and predictable cm as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvmfaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected iftht prices ofthese cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indiepansable t6 consums groups because they are an affordable ahnative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price bikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-State’’ access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would h e 1  directly to large Id teelophone 
companies while the burden would fkll squarely upon those co~sumers that can least afford ta 
bear it 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially incrcgsc the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the bendts Latino and other communities gain 
fiom these services. Please stop any e m  to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these m’ces are not subject to the exorbitant new access chgcs  and uther fees. 
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July 7,2004 

C h h a n  Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Stteet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and .fees upon prepaid calling cards. E you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost fbr minody or 
disadvantaged Mi idyak  to stay in touch h their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive b any price iumase for p p a i d  calling cards, 
approximwtiy 43OA of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 b e  used prepaid cards. )prepaid catting cards t l f e  so prevalent in part because 
they save consumem moll(ry, 

With gas and milk prices abrady holding f a e d  wtld low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be ficed with rising Mephone 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
mttt the credit or hefty deposit requirements that local plame companies insist upon befbte 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make c d s  itom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use &&e cards to stay “comected” BS we look for 
jobs, bunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new chargas and fkes on these cads, 
Some of the nation’s largest tekphone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC shodd stand np for consumer interests over coipomte gain by keeping 
rKordable prepaid calling csnb a prSorSitp. 

costs as well. Jn pnrticular, many low-incoma 

Sincerely, 
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July 7,2004 

chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. . 
Washhgton, DC 20554 

RE: W C DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chabm Powell: 

Latho and other m&ority wxnrnunities reJy upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many evwy day tasks, h m  looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and friends. But'pcnding before the FCC is a propos?l that wouId iatroduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, hdi&ly harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand thd the FCC is considering applying 'in-state" access charges and other fees on 
ctxEain prepaid calling card servicGa Meay Latinos, p d c d a d y  those on &cd incomes or those 
establishing a credit histmy, bank accounts and other means necessay to subscribe to local 
teIephone sewice, reIy upon these prepaid calling cards to stay conaeotad at set affordable Mas. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizhls, and others fice similar EhrJJenges. 

As a y c d t ,  prepaid calling cards arc the om option available - w h u t  them, many conmmcrs 
could, qlrite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will d i r d y  harm individuals who can least a f F d  price inaeases. 

Imposing m a t e  charges would amount to a substatltisl increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling d to disadvantaged coI1sumers. Allowing the largo, local 
ttlephow companies to collect such charges, cvco when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up p-ces; thus maldng these d c e s  substantially less affardable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to hpose  new access charges and fees on pre+d calling card 
sewbes. 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chainman Powcll: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid d i g  catds. Hyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost f6r minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their wmmuaities. 

The Latino community is particularIy sensitive to my price increase for prspeid calling catdg; 
approximately 43% of liatino households use them. Indeed, half oftbe households with incomes 
below %20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so p v d m t  in part becawa 
thay save co~lsumcrs money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and Iaw boome o~llsumers hostage, we shouId 
not be faced witb rising telephone service costs as welL In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend mtWy upon prepaid suvice btcauscthcy cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements dmt Local phone.cxunpmi& insist upon before 
getting a pbwt. Witb prepaid catds, cbnsumcas can make calls from payphones or the tele.phoncs 
of W i  members and neighbors. W e  can usc these cards to stny "connW" 86 we look for 
jobs, bunt for houses, or schedulc many of the other daily app0intmenS that we all have. 

J simply find it unimaginable tbsf the FCC would impose new &exges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's Iargest teIepaOnc companies d d  be the largest beneficiaties of such . 

charges. The FCC should stand np for Coasumer in- met coipOrnte gain by keepiug 
affordable prepaid dimg cards a priority. 


